WP No.492 of 2016 
IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction 
ORIGINAL SIDE 

MURLI DHAR JINDAL & ANR. 

Versus 

KOLKATA MUNICIPAL CORPORATION & ORS. 

BEFORE: 

The Hon'ble JUSTICE I. P. MUKERJI 

Date : 16th June, 2016. 

Appearance: 

Mr. S.K.Basu, Advocate 

Mr. S.Basu, Advocate 

Mr. R.L.Mitra, Advocate 

Mr. Achintya Kr. Banerjee, Advocate 

Mr. Dipankar Ghosh, Advocate 

The Court: This relates to premises No.8A Alipore Road. 

Its annual valuation, as assessed by the Kolkata Municipal 
Corporation was Rs.71,280/- with effect from the first quarter 2001-2002. 

It appears that sometime in or about the period covered by the third 
quarter 2002-2003, a portion of the premises was let out to a mobile 
service company. With effect from the third quarter 2002-2003 the 
valuation of the said premises was enhanced to Rs.2,62,060/-. 
Subsequently the tenant increased the rent and accordingly the valuation 
was also increased as shown in the annexures to the writ petition. The 
petitioners have been paying tax to the said Corporation on the basis of the 
said valuation. 

Now, on 31 st August, 2012, the tenant surrendered the tenancy and 
left the premises. From 1 st September, 2012, the petitioners have not been 
receiving any rent, as submitted. This is disputed by Mr. Banerjee 
appearing for the said Corporation. 
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The assessment of valuation of the said premises is due for revision 
with effect from 1 st quarter 2013-2014. According to Mr. Basu, learned 
Counsel for the writ petitioners, the assessment has so far not been made. 

The only prayer made by Mr. Basu, which appears to this Court to be 
very legitimate is a direction upon the Corporation to assess the valuation 
of the said premises, taking into account the fact that the tenancy no 
longer exists and the writ petitioners are not receiving any rent. For this 
purpose, Mr. Basu’s clients are agreeable to subject themselves to any 
enquiry that may be made by the Corporation. The only mistake made by 
the petitioners is that they did not file the A-75 form with the Corporation 
when the tenant left. 

I permit the petitioners to file the said form within three weeks from 
date. The respondent Corporation will make an assessment for the period 
from 1 st quarter 2013-2014 after making due enquiry and after hearing Mr. 
Basu’s clients. If upon assessment, the valuation of the premises is 
reduced, then in that case the excess tax received by the Corporation on 
the basis of the earlier valuation has to be refunded or adjusted against 
future bills. I also make it clear that since the petitioners are paying tax 
on the basis of the existence of the tenancy, this assessment should not be 
deferred beyond 31 st December, 2016. 

All the papers are before this Court. No affidavit has been called for. 
Allegations, if any, are deemed not to have been admitted. 

This application is disposed of. 

Certified photocopy of this order, if applied for, be supplied to the 
parties subject to compliance with all requisite formalities. 


G/ 


(I.P.MUKERJI, J.) 



